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CATHOLIC LOYALTY. 

A EEPLY TO THE PEESIDENT OF THE A. P. A. AND 
TO BISHOP DOANE. 

BY GEORGE PARSONS LATHROP, LL. D. 



Mr. Traynor's first point is that the United States require 
complete fidelity to the Republic, and that the Papacy is "no less 
wwcertain" (though he meant "certain") in demanding "un- 
qualified obedience." This is not correct. It should read 
" spiritual obedience." Mr. Traynor's conclusion, that obedience 
to the Pope invalidates the fidelity of Catholics to the Republic, 
is also, of course, untrue. But in attempted support he brings a 
passage from Cardinal Manning, which he garbles and misapplies. 
The words, 

" I acknowledge no civil power; I am the subject of no civil power," 

which he represents Cardinal Manning as putting into the mouth 
of the Pope, absolutely do not occur in the passage as written by 
Manning. (Mr. Traynor, therefore, at the start, commits him- 
self to a sheer fabrication.) This throws grave doubt on all his 
other extracts and references ; and I shall answer merely the 
points he raises by them. 

Furthermore, where Manning said really, 

" I acknowledge no civil superior. ... I claim to be the supreme 
judge and director of the consciences of men,' etc., 

he spoke of the specific case of the King of Italy, whom the Pope 
regarded as a usurper because of his invasion of territory vested 
in the church; and not of civil potvers generally. In the same 
sermon, also, the Cardinal points out clearly that the church, 
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from the beginning, enjoined obedience to the civil authority of 
the state, and stood side by side in co-operation with it.* 
With regard to the next passage, that 

" if the church can fix the limits of its jurisdiction, it can fix the limits 
of all other jurisdictions," and is supreme — 

certainly it is, in the moral field, supreme. If it and its head 
were subject to any one king, country, republic, or autocrat, then 
our whole faith as Christians would depend on the whim of 
that one king, country, republic, or autocrat; which would be the 
same as to say that the king or the republic is God, and 
to establish a worship of the state as the supreme power. 
But the faith of Christians does not so depend. It rests upon 
Christ — it must be free : neither it nor our consciences may be 
enslaved by any state or temporal power. 

But, while the Pope, as the Vicar of Christ, cannot be subject 
to any civil power, we individual Catholics are willing and loyal 
citizens of the country in which we live, to which we give our 
allegiance. Mr. Traynor infers that the church and the Pope 
assert a right to depose sovereigns or annul constitutions, and to 
absolve the people from obedience to either. The following 
words from Cardinal Manning himself refute this inference : 

" The civil allegiance of Catholics is as undivided as that of all Chris- 
tians and of all men who recognize a divine or moral law. The civil alle- 
giance of no man is unlimited, and therefore the civil allegiance of all men 
who believe in God, or are governed by conscience, is in that sense divided. 
In this sense, and in no other, can it be said with truth that the civil alle- 
giance of Catholics is divided. The civil allegiance of every man in Christian 
England is limited by conscience and the law of God, and the civil allegiance 
of Catholics is limited neither lessnor "more" — Letter to The Times, London, 
in reply to Mr. Gladstone's Vatican Decrees, November 7th, 1874. 

Let us explain what is meant by Pius IX. 's reference (July 
21, 1873) to the " right " and "authority" of the Pope, formerly 
used in deposing sovereigns. Under the feudal system many 
states and princes sought the protection of the Pope and became 
vassals of the Holy See. Both the people and the heads of 
government, then, were Catholic. By his spiritual authority and 
his feudal right, both recognized by them, he could depose rulers 
when they violated principles of faith or morals, in conduct or 
in government. It was a pact to which the sovereigns themselves 
consented. The deposing power is no longer exercised. Even 

* Manning: Ecclesiastical Sermons, Tol. III., pp. 79-99. 
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were the whole American people or a great majority of them 
Catholic, the Pope conld hardly depose a whole people govern- 
ing themselves through their executives, and would not wish to 
do so. The attributed advice of Leo XIII. to Catholics to take 
part in politics and exert their power "to cause the constitutions 
of states to be modelled on the principles of the true church," 
would show only that the Pontiff desires them to be active 
citizens, and to have Christian principles embodied in the state. 
Who but an anti-Christian can object to this ? Has not all the 
best and most fruitful effort of the modern world been directed 
toward making government and society Christian ? Mr. Traynor 
tries to show that a "papist" taking the oath of allegiance can 
have no regard for it, because the Catholic canon law says : 

" No oaths are to be kept if they are against the Church of Borne," and 
that such oaths are " perjuries." 

What the canon law means here is that it is unlawful for a 
Catholic to take an oath against his church ; just as the gov- 
ernment of our country makes it unlawful for any citizen to take 
an oath of conspiracy against the nation. The Church does not 
say or mean that the Catholic is permitted to take an oath 
against her and then break or be false to it, but says he must not 
take any such oath at all. An oath of allegiance to the United 
States contains nothing hostile to the Catholic Church or the 
Pope. Hence it is lawful in every way, and is binding upon both 
native and naturalized Catholics.* There is a plain code of in- 
terpretation, by ■which the words of men must be taken to mean 
what they say. This code we may call a Primer of Sincerity and 
Common Honesty. Mr. Traynor and Bishop Doane must abide 
by this code, in order to understand Catholic citizens of this or 
any country. 

Mr. Traynor declares that Pius IX. 

" asserted to himself the right to annul the constitutions and laws of cer- 
tain countries, New Grenada, Mexico, Spain, Austria." 

It is absolutely false. Popes do not attempt to annul the 
constitutions and laws ol countries. On the contrary, they coun- 
sel Catholics to obey the constitution, the government, and the 
laws, even while they warn both states and individuals that 
certain laws are hostile to Christain faith and morals and ought to 

* On this elementary subject of unlawful oaths, see Brownson's Works, Vol. 7, 
p. 553; Vol. 12, pp. 274, 275. 
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be reformed. A statement in Leo XIII. 's credentials to Mgr. 
Satolli, that penalties inflicted 

" against those who oppose our authority " will be ratified " notwith- 
standing constitutions and apostolic ordinances or other to the contrary," 

is paraded as declaring " papal sovereignty over the state" ! Yet 
it has nothing to do with the state, or political affairs. It is ad- 
dressed to the hierarchy, and is a church ordinance simply. The 
phrase about "constitutions," etc., refers only to church consti- 
tutions or decrees. 

Leo XIII. induced Irish Catholics, in their efforts for home 
rule, to work within parliamentary, constitutional lines. In Prance 
he has led those Catholics who were inclined to oppose the repub- 
lican constitution to accept and obey it. To a Spanish delega- 
tion of pilgrims numbering 10,000, he recently said that they 
must uphold the existing monarchy, although a majority of 
these pilgrims favored another royal branch.* In Germany, 
although the Bismarck government had passed stringent laws 
against Catholics, had emptied their pulpits, deprived them of 
the sacraments, and exiled their religious orders, he counselled 
constitutional, legal agitation only ; and it has restored religious 
liberty. These instances prove the papal respect for law and 
order and national government under widely differing circum- 
stances. 

The excerpts given as from Aquinas and a decree of the Lat- 
eran Council of 1215, regarding heretics, show in their terms 
that the church recognized the autonomy of the secular or state 
power, and left the punishment of heretics, who might be, and 
often were, dangerous criminals, to the state. To-day the church 
condemns polygamists, anarchists, and bomb-throwers, heretics 
who deny the laws of God and the church. But it leaves their 
temporal punishment to the state. Leo XIII. 's admonition to 
journalists of docility and obedience did not ask Congress to 
abridge free speech, but simply upheld the gentle and orderly free 
speech which obeys divine law, in preference to licentious and 
violent speech. "With regard to the Pope's advising Catholic 
political action when religion is directly threatened, Mr. Tray- 
nor asks : 

"Where in the Constitution does Mr. Lathrop find provision made 
* Paris Figaro report of his address, from Rome, April 8, 1891. 
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whereby a foreign priest may define the rights and duties of American citi- 
zens ? " 

I find no provision in the Constitution whereby any native, 
foreign, or naturalised anti-Catholic bigot may define the rights 
and duties of citizens. The Constitution, with the laws, does 
that for us. It also provides for the " free exercise " of religion. 
One of the most sacred things in the free exercise of religion is 
the use of conscience and loyalty to God. In this we naturally 
look to the Church and to its visible head, the Pope, believing 
them to be divinely constituted. Mr. Traynor may perhaps look 
to the 2,000,000 voters whom he says he represents, as the directors 
or assistants of his conscience. 

Bishop Doane, a member of the L. P. A. I., who is most em- 
phatically hostile to Catholics, objects to our Catholic position ; 
because, as he asks, " who is to decide the question " between a 
law of men and the law of God ? Will Bishop Doane decide it, 
in case of a dispute ? or Queen Victoria, as the head of the An- 
glican Church ? or the majority of a General Convention of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States ? In either 
event, it would be decided by Bishop Doane's individual con- 
science, or by consciences on which he relied. Would we, on this 
account, be right in condemning Bishop Doane as traitorous to 
the United States ? Certainly not. Nor has he any more right 
to charge us with disloyalty because we look to the Pope. 
Neither Mr. Traynor nor Bishop Doane brings an atom of 
real proof to support the latter's charge that the Pope asserts " his 
right to temporal sovereignty and imperial domination and 
universal control." He asserts a local temporal sovereignty only 
over the territory given to him long ago by the state. Beyond 
that he is bound in the interest of civilization to exercise a spirit- 
ual authority over all mankind; an authority whose sole force is 
in the consciences of loyal Christians. 

The Constitution contains not a word sustaining Mr. Traynor's 
dictum that it forbids "appropriations for sectarian purposes." 
It does say that 
" Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion." 

But there is nothing in this to restrict the people in a " free 
exercise of their religion," guaranteed by the same amendment ; 
and such free exercise may involve their right as citizens to ask 
or vote appropriations for purposes connected with religion. 
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Bishop Doane says he has the most cordial sympathy with the 
theory of " definite religious teaching, as part of any thorough 
system of education" (Review, January, 1894); yet he stoutly 
contends that no religious education should be given in the 
public schools supported by taxation of the people. It would 
appear, then, that he wishes the people to maintain schools which 
do not give " a thorough education." On this point we Catho- 
lics have just as much right to express our views as Bishop 
Doane or the president of the A. P. A. We object — with the 
strongest kind of right as American citizens — to being brow- 
beaten or intimidated, under a presumption of disloyalty, when 
any of us make expressions favoring a system of public instruc- 
tion equitable to all citizens. It is our accusers, really, who 
are liable to suspicion of their loyalty, for their words and 
actions are directed plainly against American free speech and 
equality. 

Bishop Doane says of Catholics that "neither individual char- 
acter, individual utterances, nor individual actions are the test." 
"Why not, pray ; when in his view of his own citizenship, he con- 
cedes the utmost weight to individual conscience, action, utter- 
ance? This is Bishop Doane's method of brushing aside such 
instances of Catholic good citizenship as Chief Justice Taney and 
Gen. Sheridan. Mr. Traynor's method is to assume that, though 
Catholics, such citizens are not "good Catholics"; which is not 
proof, but only false assertion again. Probably they would dis- 
pose, on the same plan, of Lord Russell of Killowen, the present 
Catholic Chief Justice of England ; of the English Catholic 
Marquis of Ripon, formerly Viceroy of India and now Secretary 
of State for the Colonies ; and of Justice White, an American 
Catholic recently appointed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. But such an assertion attacks the good faith and loyalty 
of the governments and nations themselves. The eminent men 
referred to are good and practical Catholics. If, then, Catholic 
religion and character are disloyal to the state, have the realm of 
Great Britain and the President and Senate of the United States 
acted treasonably in giving them public office of the highest 
trust ? According to Bishop Doane's and the A. "P. A.'s theory 
that Catholicity involves disloyalty, must not the French govern- 
ment be denounced as traitorous toward Prance, for honoring 
their dead president, Carnot, with Catholic services, and asking 
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other nations to do the same ? But this would be preposterous ; 
and so is the theory. 

Mr. Traynor wishes that " a person of some authority in the 
Papal Church" would make an utterance "to be placed on 
record to stand for all time." Such an utterance was made by 
Archbishop Corrigan, June 3, 1894, in a sermon at the Cathe- 
dral in New York, as follows: 

" Love for what is true and right is the only principle that should guide 
the life of individual, state, and church. For years the enemies of the church 
have asserted that it was the slave of ambition for temporal power. The 
fact is and always has been just the contrary. The church has ever been on 
the side of right, and has never curried favor for power in temporal affairs. 
Neither has it ever fostered rebellion. On the contrary it has always been 
the right hand of the state, enforcing obedience and supporting the rightful 
exercise of power." — Catholic News report. 

Finally, in one of the very encyclicals that Mr. Traynor al- 
ludes to with such off-hand familiarity, occurs this decisive pas- 



" God has divided the charge of the human race between two powers, 
the eccleisastical and the civil, one set over divine things and the other over 
human things. Each is supreme in its own kind ; each has certain limits 
within which it is restricted. . . . Whatsoever in human affairs is in any 
manner sacred, pertaining to the salvation of souls or the worship of God 
and the like, belongs to the church. But all other things which are em- 
braced in the civil or political order are rightly subject to the State." — Ency- 
clical on the Christian State, November 1st, 1885. 

These extracts answer Mr. Traynor's inquiry whether there 
are not bishops who can speak for the papacy. 

George Parsons Lathrop. 



